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FULL COMMITTEE HEARINGS ON H. R. 2330, TO AMEND THE 
DEPENDENTS ASSISTANCE ACT OF 1950 TO CONTINUE IN 
EFFECT CERTAIN OF THE PROVISIONS THEREOF 


TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 24, 1953 


or REPRFSENTATIVES, 
ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE, 
Washington, D. C. 


The committee convened, pursuant to call, at 10 a. m., Hon. Dewey 
Short (chairman of the committee) presiding. 
The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 
OM berg.of the committee, we are meeting this morning to consider 
H.R. 2330, a very brief measure which you have before you, a 
i S D extend the Dependents Assistance Act to July 1, 1955, which 
ne otherWe expire on April 30, 1953. 
R. 2930 is as follows:) 


(H. R. 2330, 83d Cong., 1st sess.] 


Se BIBE To affignd the Dependents Assistance Act of 1950 to continue in effect certain of the provisions 


thereof 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That section 16 of the Dependents Assistance Act 
of 1950 (Public Law 771, Eighty-first Congress) is anended by deleting the date 
“April 30, 1953”’ and inserting in lieu thereof the date “July 1, 1955”. 

The Cuarrman. I can recall during the hot summer nights following 
the outbreak of war in Korea when a subcommittee, under the able 
chairmanship of our colleague, Mr. Brooks, of Louisiana, conducted 
hearings for about a week on a bill which eventually became the 
Dependents Assistance Act of 1950. 

I cannot think of a more important piece of legislation that was 
enacted at that time, because without it, many of our reservists who 
were suddenly called to active duty from peaceful pursuits would 
have left their families destitute had we not enacted this legislation, 
and enacted it rapidly. 

I think it will be an everlasting tribute to Mr. Brooks that he was 
able to take fast action and report out not a version of the old family 
allowance law, which had so many loopholes, but a well-considered 
effective law which provides benefits for those who really need them. 

Under this law, which ties in with quarters allowances, enlisted men 
are able to provide benefits for their dependents. These benefits 
originally varied from $45 a month to $85 a month, but since May 
of 1952, followi ing the Pay Raise Act of that date, have been increased 
to a minimum of $51.30 a month and a maximum of $96.90 a month. 
To this amount should be added the member’s own contribution, 
which varies according to his grade, from a low of $40 a month to a 
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maximum of $80 a month. In other words, a master sergeant, with 
a wife and two children, can today allot to his wife $80 from his own 
pay and the Government will add to that $96.90, so that his wife 
will receive a minimum of $176.90 a month—and nowhere in all the 
world will you find soldiers as well treated. 

In contrast, a private with a wife and 2 children, by allotting 
ade his own money, can provide a minimum of $136.90 for his 
amily. 

The amount of contribution on the part of the enlisted member 
depends upon the size of the family. We do not provide for more 
than 3 dependents because we have frowned upon recalling reservists 
with more than 3 dependents, and we do not draft men with over 3 
dependents. 

You will all recall during World War I, 1 colored sergeant with 10 
or 12 children really received more pay than a colonel, and this 
Nation of ours, rich as it is, cannot afford such expensive soldiers. 

All this proposed bill would do would be to extend this law to 
July 1, 1955, the date when the authority to induct men into the 
Armed Forces expires. 

I think there will be very little dispute about the merits of the bill, 
and I have only a few questions concerning its present administra- 
tion, which I will reserve to ask when the witness has finished his 
testimony. 

This morning we are very pleased to have with us as our first 
witness Brig. Gen. H. B. Powell, of the Department of the Army, 
representing the Department of Defense. 

General Powell, we will be pleased to have you make any statement 
you care to. 


STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. H. B. POWELL, OF THE DEPARTMENT 
OF THE ARMY, REPRESENTING THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


General Powetu. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the Department of Defense appreciates this opportunity to appear 
before you to recommend the extension of the Dependents Assistance 
Act of 1950, Public Law 771, 81st Congress. 

This proposed legislation, if enacted, will extend until July 1, 1955, 
the provisions of the Dependents Assistance Act of 1950, which would 
otherwise expire on April 30, 1953. 

The extension of this Dependents Assistance Act is considered 
necessary during this period of expansion of the Armed Forces. And 
because of the continuation of hostilities in Korea, enlisted personnel 
are experiencing the same acute need of relief for their dependents as 
prompted enactment of the Dependents Assistance Act of 1950. 

Extension of this act until July 1, 1955, would establish a terminal 
date for that act, which would coincide with the terminal date of the 

resent authority to induct men into the Armed Forces under the 
Jniversal Military Training and Service Act, as amended, and would 
thereby permit concurrent consideration of the need for further 
extension of those complementary statutes at the appropriate time. 

To permit the provisions of the Dependents Assistance Act to 
expire on April 30, 1953, will result in a financial hardship to the 
families of these members who are now and who will be required to 
serve in the Armed Forces during the present emergency, and would 
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create a morale factor among the servicemen and their dependents 
that would work to the distinct disadvantage of the service. 

I have with me this morning representatives of the services who 
will be more than glad to answer your questions as to the operations 
of this legislation within their services. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my brief statement. 

I believe, sir, you have propounded a few very brief questions to 
the Secretary of Defense. 

We are prepared to answer those very shortly now to save you 
time. 

The first question is: How much have these benefits cost the 
Government to date? 

Colonel Brinckmann, of my office, will give vou the figures for all 
the services. 

Colonel BrinckmMann. Mr. Chairman, for the four services—Army, 
Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps—the total cost since the fiscal 
year 1951 will be $1,880,829,000. 

The CHArRMAN. Since what date? 

Colonel BrincKMANN. Since the enactment of the Dependents 
Assistance Act. 

Mr. Bianprorp. August 1, 1950, was the retroactive date. 

The CHarrMAan. What period of time? 

Colonel BrinckMann. August 1950 to June 30, 1953. 

General Powe... That is the actual expenditures to date, plus the 
projected expenditure for the balance of this fiseal year. 

The CHarrMan. That is what I wanted to get clear. It was 
$1,880,829 ,000? 

Colonel BrinckMANN. Yes. 

Your second question, sir, was: ‘How many people have class Q 
allotments in effect?” A total of 1,120,530. 

The CHarrMan. What percentage of class Q allotments are granted 
here in continental United States? You have many more applications 
for Q allotments than are granted. Of course, they are pretty rigidly 
screened by the regulations laid down by the Secretary of Defense; 
are they not? 

Colonel BrINcKMANN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. Do they have these regulations? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, they have been presented in several other 
documents. I might ask counsel for the committee, are these regula- 
tions lengthy? 

Mr. BLanpForp. They are not brief, but could be inserted in the 
record if that is what you had in mind. 

Mr. Durnam. Could I ask that a copy of the regulations be sent 
to each member of the committee? 

Mr. Vinson. May I ask a question? Is the decision of the Depart- 
ment final and conclusive as to dependency? 

The CHarrMan. There is no appeal. 

Colonel BrincKmMann. No, sir; it is conclusive with the Department. 

The CHarrMaNn. And the soldier or man in the service must have 
contributed more than 50 percent. 

Mr. Parrerson. How do you arrive at a decision in the Depart- 
ment? 
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Colonel Brinckmann. By affidavit, received from the parents, 
statements from the enlisted man, and further correspondence in 
the Department. 

Mr. Parrerson. Do you have a form? 

Colonel BrinckMANN. We have an established procedure; yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. That does not apply to an overpayment. If you 
overpay an allotment it is reviewable by the courts, just like any 
other overpayment? 

Senanet Powe... No, it is not. That is the point. If you recall, 
we hac 


Mr. Duruam. That happens. It happened to me, in any case. 
Mr. Buanprorp. Section 11 says: 


Any determinations or waivers made under this Act shall be final and conclusive 
for all purposes and shall not be subject to review in any court or by any account- 
ing officer of the Government, except for cases involving fraud or gross negligence. 

Mr. Durnam. Overpayment would be final? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Any waiver of an overpayment is final and cannot 


be reviewed by a court or anyone else unless there is fraud or gross 
negligence involved. 


3ut that is not unusual. 

Mr. Duruam. Suppose a soldier refuses to return it? 

Mr. Buanprorp. If the Department refuses to waive, they may 
certify it to the Accounting Office, who certify it to the Department 
of Justice. 

Mr. Durnam. Then they review? 

Mr. Bianprorp. It is not review in the sense they review each of 
the waivers. They will give you the number of waivers in a moment 
that have been granted. Relatively few waivers have been granted, 
compared with the old family allowance law in World War II, because 
you recall at that time the theory was to pay and pay fast. 

We had an investigation in the St. Louis finance center, where they 
ran into several hundred million dollars in overpayments, but those 
had been anticipated by the Congress. 

This time we made those waivers final and conclusive, but they 
are a lot more careful with their waivers than in the past, and they 
are dealing with a quarter as many people. 

Mr. Duruam. That is what I think I had. 

Mr. Bianprorp. I think when you get the figures on waivers 
granted compared to waivers granted in World War II, you will see 
they have been very careful. 


Mr. Harpy. May I ask a question about cost? We were given a 
total cost a while ago. 

What is the cost for either fiscal 1953 or estimated cost for 1954 or 
1955? I should just like to have some estimated costs in the record. 

Colonel BrinckMann. The estimated cost for the fiscal year 1954 
would be $538,537 ,000. 

The CuHarrman. Is that based upon the assumption that the 
war in Korea will continue through that year? 

Colonel BrincKMANN. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Does that cost represent solely the payment to bene- 
ficiaries or also the cost of administration? 
Colonel BrincKMANN. Payment to beneficiaries. 
Mr. Bares. Do you have any figures on administration? 
Colonel BrincKMANN. No, I do not have any figures available. 
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Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could possibly have 
some of these regulations which are permitted to be made by the 
Department under section 10 incorporated in the hearings of this 
so the members can understand a little more about the bill. 

Could you put some of these regulations in? 

General Powe.y. We will include them. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, the gentleman from North Carolina and 
also the gentleman from Massachusetts want it and I think we had 
better have it in here. 

Mr. Bennerr. Of course none of these figures which vou have 
given include the amount contributed by the soldier himself? 

General Powe... It does not. 

The CuarrmMan. It would be very difficult, it seems to me, to 
accurately figure the cost of administration. 

General Powe.u. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

Basically the law is administered by the finance center at Fort 
Benjamin Harrison, Ind., and the personnel engaged in this activity 
work on several things. 

To give you an accurate figure would be very difficult. We would 
hate to do it and an estimate would be very rough because they work 
on many different jobs besides this one. 

Mr. Bares. They do in the field, but in Fort Benjamin Harrison 
I think you would have a certain section set aside for the purpose. 

Colonel Brinckmann. That is the section that operates the class Q 
allotments program. 

General Powe tt. It spreads out from the Department right through 
the whole organization. 

The CuarrmMan. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the number of personnel in the Army involved, 
of the Department of Defense? 

How many soldiers, Army, Navy, Air Foree—— 

Colonel BrincKMANN. 1,120,530 approved. 

The CuarrMan. The gentleman from New York? 

Mr. Cour. If there are 1,120,530 receiving benefits and the average 
total cost of the Government’s share is $550 million, does that mean 
the average Q allotment is about $550 a year? 

Powe That is a good figure. 

Colonel BrinckMANN. It would be very close to that. 

Mr. Cour. Is that about it? 

Colonel BrinckMann. That is about correct. 

The Cuarrman. The gentleman from California. 

Mr. Jounnson. Under section 10 it provides that the service may 
make uniform regulations. What has happened? Does each one 
have its separate set of regulations or is there any uniformity to any 
of the regulations? 

Colonel BrinckMann. The regulations are uniform and we will 
supply those regulations for the members of the committee. 

Mr. Jonnson. They are uniform in every way. 

Colonel BrinckMANN. There is a uniform procedure. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Hess. 

Mr. Hess. After he makes his application for Q allotment, how 
long does it take after the first check comes through, after the enlisted 
man makes the application? 
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General Powe. On the application made during any month, the 
dependents will receive the payments in the usual case about the 
15th day of the month following the month in which the allotment 
is effective. 

Mr. Hess. In that short a time? 

General Pardon? 

Mr. Hess. Doesn’t it take longer than that to establish the records 
and get the thing started? 

Colonel BrinckKMANN. Payment for the month of March would be 
paid around April 15. 

Mr. Hess. I understand that, once you have set the machinery in 
motion. But to get it started, he makes application when he gets in. 

How long does it take the beneficiary to receive that first payment? 

General Powe... If the application were made in February by 
the soldier where he starts his allotment the Ist day of March, then 
the first check would reach his dependents about the middle of April. 

Mr. Hess. But does it actually reach them as quickly as that? 

General Powe. By and large we make that schedule, sir. The 
determination is made in the case of a wife, who is with the soldier, 
by the disbursing officer on the ground, because he can inquire into 
the facts immediately. 

In the case of a father, mother, or other bona fide dependent, the 
applications go to the finance center, where they, by and large, must 
accept that affidavit as bona fide unless they have information to 
cast doubt upon it. 

Therefore the total elapsed time is not too great. 

Mr. Hess. But some time ago, some months ago or a year or so 
ago, 4 took 6 or 8 months before the dependents received their first 
check. 

General Powrtu. We are having very few complaints on that score 
at the present time. 

The Cuatrman. There have been delays. I have had several 
cases, as all of us have, but because of the huge volume of work it is 
excusable to some degree. I think they have improved on it. 

You have all had constitutents who received a large check for pay. 

Mr. Van Zanprt. Have you actually completed your moving 
from St. Louis to Indianapolis? 

General PowEtu. No; it is moving by section. This particular 
section of the finance center is located in Indianapolis. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Are you actually functioning, because I have 
received mapy excuses from the Department saying we just can’t 
hurry it, because our records are in transit. 

General Powe tt. I think they are completed. I was out there 
4 months ago and they were in operation then. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I notice you people are very anxious to collect 
when money has been paid to the dependents in violatioa, let us say, 
of regulations. But how about the willingness on the part of you 
people to pay where you have continued to deduct from the military 
man’s pay the monthly allotment? 

General Powrtu. That portion of the pay contributed by the 
soldiers? 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. That is right. 


General Powrtu. As his allotment is paid promptly, there is no 
question about it. 
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Mr. Van Zanpt. Are you sure? 

General Powe tt. If there is any question about whether the depend- 
ents are bona fide, then that portion contributed by the Government 
to match the allotment can be withheld until the matter is settled. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Here is what is found, as a practical matter. 
When the soldier has departed from military service into private life, 
he has to do this and that—furnish various types of affidavits and so 
forth, in order to get this money back he earned, and it is around 6 or 
8 months in some cases. 

In some cases these sums amount to six or eight hundred dollars, 
which means quite a bit to many just out of military service. 

I think you should make it as easy as possible for these men to 
collect their money that is due to them, rather than have them required 
to run here and run there to get affidavits. I think we ought to do 
something to relieve that situation because six or seven hundred 
dollars means a lot to a man just out of the service. 

The Cuarrman. Of course these allotments are paid only where the 
soldier is willing. 

Mr. BuanpFrorp. But the wife can initiate an allotment where the 
man refuses. We have had many cases of that. 

Mr. Brooks. I want to say this, and ask a question too. 

I have found that certainly around Christmastime, when you settle 
over there in your old headquarters, you administer the law with a 
good deal of sympathy and understanding and judgment too, because 
even there on Christmas Day you called me up to get an allotment 
straight so that a man could get enough cash for Christmas, that is, so 
that his family could, to have a Christmas, and you sent a check down 
airmail, special delivery, and he got it on Christmas afternoon—and 
I do commend you for that understanding administration. 

But I do want to say at the same time that I join with Mr. Van 
Zandt in saying this: 

When we make administrative mistakes and pay out money and 
then come back later on on a soldier or ex-soldier to collect it, | don’t 
view with any sympathy those efforts to collect as a result of our 
mistakes. I say so publicly. I have so written to all of my con- 
stituents. 

It is a difficult matter when you pay out public money, and it is 
our own mistake, to come back on these servicemen or former service- 
men and collect large sums. 

I am certainly not very sympathetic. I hope you had cut them 
down to a minimum and in checking them, show judgment and some 
degree of discretion which has not yet been shown. 

General PowEtt. May I insert at this time for the record a state- 
ment by Major General Sawyer, Chief of Finance, Department of 
Army? 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Army, 

OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF FINANCE, 
Washington 2£, D. C., February 25, 1953. 

The initial payment of a class Q allotment is made by the Finance Center, 
United States Army, Indianapolis 49, Ind., during the first 15 days of the second 
month following the month in which the authorization is made by the enlisted 
man. For instance, if an enlisted man enters the service in January, the allotment 
is authorized effective with the month of February. The initial check is then 
mailed within the first 15 days of March. Under the provisions of the Depend- 
ents Assistance Act of 1950, the class Q allotment is based upon the entitlement of 
the serviceman to a basic allowance for quarters for dependents. Since entitle- 
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ment to basic allowance for quarters does not accrue until the end of the month, 
it is not possible to establish an earlier mailing date for the class Q allotment. 
After the initial check is mailed, subsequent checks are mailed on the second 
working day of each month following the month in which entitlement exists. 

In the case of class Q allotments claimed on behalf of parents of servicemen 
the soldiers’ increment of the allotment ($40, $60, or $80) is mailed on the same 
schedule as indicated above. Inasmuch as the Dependents Assistance Act 
requires that the determination of dependency of a parent shall be made on the 
basis of an affidavit of the parent, payment of the soldiers’ increment only pro- 
tects the interests of the Government and also assures that the parents will be 
provided with some interim assistance pending the final determination of depend- 
ency. Immediately, upon receipt of the allotment authorization in the Finance 
Center, a parent’s dependency affidavit is forwarded to the parent for completion. 
Generally speaking, the lenyth of time required to make the determination of 
dependency is governed by the time taken by the parent to complete and return 
the affidavit. Every effort is made by the Finance Center to consider these 
cases expeditiously ; however, in some instances further correspondence is required 
in order to obtain additional information or clarification of the information which 
was furnished by the parent on the affidavit. 

Overpayments may arise by reason of the failure of the member or his depend- 
ents to advise the Finance Center of a change in status, administrative error, non- 
receipt by the Finance Center of the allotment discontinuance notice, or for other 
reasons. Overpayments of Government funds, whether overpaid by adminis- 
trative error or for other reasons, are, nevertheless, erroneous payments and it is 
incumbent upon the Army to attempt to recover the money erroneously paid in 
order to adequately protect the interests of the Government. Under current 
procedures, if collection action by the Finance Center is unsuccessful, it is a re- 
quirement that the case be referred to the General Accounting Office for further 
action. 

It should be noted that under the provisions of section 10 of the Dependents 
Assistance Act, recovery of money overpaid or erroneously paid under this act 
may be waived. Therefore, even though collection action has been initiated by 
the Army, the individual involved is not precluded from requesting that his case 
be considered for waiver. The basic elements considered to determine whether 
waiver may be granted are (a) the presence of good faith; (b) the absence of 
fraud, deceit, or willful misrepresentation; and (c) whether recovery would be 
against equity and good conscience. 

B. E. Sawyer, 
Major General, United States Army, Chief of Finance. 


The Cuatrman, Mr. Nelson. 

Mr. Netson. When application for a class Q allotment is filed on 
the basis of parent dependency, do you accept the affidavits on that 
basis or do you make an independent investigation? 

General Powe... There is no field investigation made. 

Mr. Netson. So the only time it would come in question is when 
you received information that was not so? 

General Powetu. That is right. 

Mr. Netson. There is nothing to hold up the class Q allotments 
unless you proceed to investigate? 

General Powe... The application blank itself describes the degree 
of dependency and the circumstances and an affidavit must be made 
that the parents are 50 percent or more dependent. 

Mr. Nevson. You make that on the affidavit? 

General Powe... Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Johnson. 

Mr. Jounson. You require in the affidavit a detailed statement 
which shows exactly what the relationship is, don’t you? 

General Powe Yes. 

Mr. Jounson. Do you have any fraudulent claims? 

General Powreti. We are making an investigation of this whole 
question of possible fraudulent claims. We will be in a position in 
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about 66 days to discuss the matter fully with this committee if it so 
desires. At this time I would prefer not to answer further than that. 

The Cuarrman. And we do not desire you to do so, because there 
are certain proceedings pending and we do not want to upset the 
applecart. 

But certainly we want to hear from you some 60 days from now on 
that. 

Mr. Bares. Are these individual affidavits confirmed by the Red 
Cross or some local people who know something of conditions? 

General Powe... It is an affidavit of the parent who will receive 
the payments; that is required by law. 

Mr. Hess. Do I understand that the wife of a serviceman may make 
application for allotment and that when she does you are compelled 
to withhold from his pay? 

Mr. BLanprorp. That is right. 

The Cuairman. I do not like to cut in, but we do have a quorum 
here and I would like to report this bill. 

Mr. Coueg. I would like to inquire, if I may, what complaints or 
criticisms you have received with respect to the law. 

General Powe... That is the next question. I will read it right 
now. It is one of the Chairman’s questions: Are there inequities in 
the present law? 

We believe yes. That is the Army’s answer only. 

The present law should not require a finding of fact in dependency 
for adopted children. 

Secondly, the present law should not exclude service personnel who 
stand in loco parentis to minors. 

Those are the two big defects which should be corrected. 

Mr. Coir. Can they not be corrected by regulation? 

General Power... No, sir. We believe the law should be amended. 
We are prepared to submit a suggested amendment if you so desire. 

Mr. Buanprorp. That is the thing that should be amended in the 
Career Compensation Act. 

This is a temporary provision of law and if you are going to amend 
the law it should be amended for permanent law. 

Mr. Coxe. It would be attached to this bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. You could make it an amendment to the Career 
Compensation Act. 

Mr. Cote. Why not do it now? 

Mr. BLanprorp. You are running into a time problem with the 
April 30 deadline. 

Mr. Cote. That isn’t going to delay the passage of this bill. 

Mr. Buanprorp. I am not so sure it isn’t. 

Suppose a man is in the service and there is an adopted child involved 
who has an income of $100,000 a year, I don’t think the Government 
should be under obligation—at least, I should not say, I don’t think, 
but some do not think the Government should be under an obligation 
to support him. . 

Mr. Coxe. Suppose this were a natural child with an income of 
$100,000 a year. Is there any doubt? 

Mr. Buanprorp. Not in that case. You are there dealing with the 
natural parent. 

Here you are not dealing with the natural parent. 
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Mr. Vinson. We went into that in committee most carefully and 
concluded they were not entitled to the deduction which had to break 
off somewhere. 

I would suggest the amendment be laid over for 60 days when they 
come back here and the whole matter might be considered at that time 
because this won’t be the last time. 

Mr. Bianprorp. No one is being deprived of any money if they 
are entitled to it, Mr. Cole. They just have to make a finding of fact 
the child is dependent on the member. 

Mr. Brooks. We have to get through. I don’t think we ought to 
delay this. I think Mr. Vinson is right. We ought to take it up later. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Do you feel the allotments today have kept step 
with the increased cost of living, or are they in step with the increased 
cost of living? 

General Powe. Probably not. 

As you know, the Secretary of Defense has recommended another 
pay raise for all military personnel. 

In this area, probably not. Of course station allowances are 
ad ae according to the cost of living wherever they are paid, in the 
world. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. I am thinking of the allotment of married GI’s 
whose wives have to live on that allotment they receive. 

General Power... I think that the cost of living has gone up a 
great deal. 

Mr. BLanprorp. There have been increases, of course. 

The allowance of $45 was increased to $51.30, that of $67.50 to 
$77.10 and that of $85 to $96.90, and you did it just last May. 

Mr. Vinson. There is a quorum present and I tnink the record 
bespeaks favorable consideration for this bill. 

I would therefore move favorable consideration. 


The CuarrmMan. It has been moved and seconded we report the 
bill favorably. 


All in favor say ‘‘Aye.” 

Unanimously carried. The bill is reported. 
Thank you very much. 

Now, just before you leave, I want to remind you that tomorrow 
morning at 10 o’clock the committee meets to consider the naval 
reserve of Elk Hills. 

I trust as many members as possible will be present. 

Then on Friday of this week the members of Subcommittee No. 
1 will make a trip to Ohio to see on the ground what they are doing 
with the synthetic-rubber program. They will come back and 
report to the full committee. 

Those members of Subcommittee No. 1 will please advise Mr. 
Shafer and Mr. Blandford, the counsel who will go with you, those 
of you who will be able to make the trip to Akron next weekend. 

It is very important. 

Mr. Vinson. Mr. Chairman, I did not understand there is a 
duty on the part of the committee to make recommendations. I 
understand it is incumbent upon the Department within a certain 
period of time to submit those to the committee for consideration 
but the law does not go out for about a year from now, or 2 years. 
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Mr. BLanprorp. The law expires March 31, 1954. In theory 
any disposal program would have to be considered before the law 
expires. 

The Cuarrman. It would require perhaps a year’s time to make 
it orderly or otherwise dispose of it. 

Mr. Vinson. What is the time limit in which the Department 
would be required to offer some suggestion? 

Mr. Buanprorp. The law expires in 1954. The President is to 
submit a recommended program by the 15th of April of this year. 

Mr. Vinson. So between now and the 15th of April there will 
be a program submitted and then from that date until 1954 we 
have to determine what we will do with that recommendation? 

Mr. BLANpForp. You have until that date, the theory being if 
you are going to dispose of the plants under a program you have 
to do that before the law expires. 

Mr. Vinson. I understand that, but it is not incumbent until the 
committee does, and you have until 1954. 

Mr. Buanprorp. Any time after the 15th of April, yes. 

The CHarrman. I would like this committee to be intelligently 
informed as to the actual situation and conditions at the present time 
in order that we can make an intelligent decision when the proposal 
is sent down, and I do not think we are at all premature in sending 
out this subcommittee now. 

Mr. Suarer. Industry is making great plans for new developments 
in synthetic rubber and also it claims that some of the plants we now 
have are fast becoming obsolete, and I think the wise thing to do is 
to go up there and find out just what they are doing. 

I think every member of the committee could go if they wanted to, 
and I invite all of them to go. I think we have—— 

Mr. Buanprorp. Seven have accepted so far. 

The CHatrMaNn. That is a good number. 

Mr. Suarer. I think probably it should be explained however, 
inasmuch as we do not have our appropriation to date, the committee 
appropriation for such things, each member is going to be asked to 
pay his own way and they will be reimbursed when we get our com- 
mittee money. 

The Cuarrman. Of course our resolution we hope to pass today, 
setting up an investigating committee, and we will go before the 
Expenditures Committee. Mr. Vinson will go with me and I am sure 
we will have no difficulty getting a reasonable amount so that you will 
be reimbursed. 

We haven’t the money yet because the committee is not in existence. 

I think that covers most of the questions we have in mind. We will 
stand in recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning. 

(Whereupon, at 10:45 a. m. the committee adjourned until 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, February 25, 1953.) 
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